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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: The 
word "sever" is misspelled. (Page 14, line 10). 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Jensen et al. (USPN 5,446,677). 

With regards to claims 1 & 1 1 , Jensen et al. (USPN 5,446,677) teaches a 
system and a method for automatically testing in parallel multiple variable air 
volume (VAV) boxes coupled to the same floor level network comprising: 

communicating with a floor level network from a building level network; 
(Col. 1 , lines 52-55 &67-68) (see figure 1) and 

sending at least one test parameter to a plurality of variable air volume 
(VAV) boxes (Col. 7, lines 63-64) coupled to the floor level network(Refer to 
figure 1) so that at least two VAV boxes are responding to the one test parameter 
at approximately the same time. (Col. 8, lines 17-25) 
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With regards to claims 2 and 12, Jensen et al. (USPN 5,446,677) teaches 
sending at least one test parameter associated with a first test procedure to a 
first VAV box coupled to the floor level network; (Col.8, lines 33-34) and 

sending at least one test parameter associated with a second test 
procedure to a second VAV box coupled to the floor level network so that the first 
and second VAV boxes are responding to a test parameter associated with 
different test procedures at approximately the same time. (Col.8, lines 33-34) 

With regards to claims 3 and 13, Jensen et al. (USPN 5,446,677) teaches 
sending a calibration (adjusting) procedure parameter to a first VAV box coupled 
to the floor level network; and delaying before sending the calibration procedure 
parameter to a second VAV box coupled to the floor level network so that the first 
and second VAV boxes are not responding to the calibration procedure 
parameter at approximately the same time. (Col. 8, lines 10-12) (Col. 12, line 14) 

With regards to claims 4 and 14, Jensen et al. (USPN 5,446,677) teaches 

* 

receiving test messages from the VAV boxes coupled to the floor level network in 

y, ■ 
i ■ 

response to the at least one test parameter sent to the VAV boxes; and analyzing 
the test messages received from the VAV boxes to determine whether a VAV 
box passed a test. (Col.8, lines 14-16) 

With regards to claims 5 and 15, Jensen et al. (USPN 5,446,677) teaches 
determining a cause for a test failure from at least one test message received 
from at least one VAV box. (Col.8, lines 14-20) 
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With regards to claims 6 and 16, Jensen et al. (USPN 5,446,677) teaches 
generating a warning in response to a VAV box passing a test, the warning 
indicating a marginal condition in the VAV box. (Col. 8, lines 14-20) 

With regards to claims 7 and 17, Jensen et al. (USPN 5,446,677) teaches 
polling a plurality of devices coupled to the floor level network; determining from 
an identifier in a response to the polling whether a device is a VAV box; and 
storing the identifier in a VAV procedure list in response to a determination that 
the device is a VAV box. (Col. 8, lines 17-20) (Col.1, lines 52-55) 

With regards to claims 8 and 18, Jensen et al. (USPN 5,446,677) teaches 
sending at least one test parameter from a calibration procedure, an auto zero 
module procedure, a damper operation and airflow procedure, a heating function 
procedure, and a control function procedure to at least one of the VAV boxes 
coupled to the floor level network. (Col.8-11 lines 35-67,1-68,1-68 &1-20) 

With regards to claims 9 and 19, Jensen et al. (USPN 5,446,677) teaches 
terminating testing of a VAV box coupled to the floor network in response to the 
VAV box failing to calibrate. (Col.1, lines 62-63) 

With regards to claims 10 and 20, Jensen et al. (USPN 5,446,677) 
teaches determining whether a temperature message received from a VAV box 
in response to a test parameter for the heating function procedure contains a 
room temperature or a discharge temperature. (Col.1 , lines 42-46) 

Conclusion 

3. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Seem et al. (USPN 5,682,329) teaches a on line 
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monitoring of controllers in a n environment control network, Frey et al. (USPN 
5,481,481) teaches an automated diagnostic system having temporally 
coordinated wireless sensors, Ahmed etal. (USPUB 2004/0186599) teaches a 
system and method for model based control of a building fluid distribution 
system, Frecska et al. (USPUB 2004/0158359) teaches a sensor system for 
measuring and monitoring indoor air quality, Imhof et al. (USPUB 2004/0210348) 
teaches a building system with network operation monitoring, Kline et al. (USPN 
6,241,156) teaches a process and apparatus for individual adjustment of an 
operating parameter of a plurality of environmental control devices through a 
global computer network and Mcllhany et al. (USPUB 2004/0167672) teaches a 
field panel event logging in a building control system. 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Aditya S. Bhat whose telephone number is 
571-272-2270. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, John Barlow can be reached on 571-272-2269. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 



Aditya Bhat 
May 24, 2005 



I John Banow 
Supervisory Parent Examiner 
Technology Center 2800 




